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Abstract Forward error correction (FEC) coding is a technique to cope with packet loss in network transmission. By adding re-
dundant data to the transmission process,the receiver can recover the original data directly from the redundant data in packet loss
scenarios. In the scenario of high packet loss and high latency,adding forward error correction coding appropriately can save a lot
of waiting time for timeout retransmission to improve the quality of service of network transmission. Adding too much redundan-
cy will result in bandwidth wasting, while insufficient redundancy will fail to recover lost data,so the difficulty of using forward
error correction coding in practice is to properly control the proportion of redundant data. Nowadays,most of the forward error
correction coding research is based on traditional network protocols,but with the rise of QUIC (quick UDP internet connections)
protocol, more forward error correction researches start to incorporate QUIC protocol due to its characters like 0-RTT (round
trip time) connectivity, multiplexing, seamless connection migration to further improve transmission performance. This paper
gives an overview of forward error correction coding.introduces its application scenarios, basic policies and adaptive redundancy
control strategies. Then it introduces the research status of forward error correcting coding in traditional protocols in unicast and
multicast scenarios. Finally, this paper introduces the current research status and challenges of forward error correction coding in
QUIC protocol.
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HEAT WA T AN T B A R AT O B A i 1 SE R R IR TR
TR,

LA 1 T ) 2 8 A T R 55 TS AL IR 45 1 4% Bl 3 I
7 FH S 02 A AR SO AR R AR . AR X B SR R L i R
AR R BRI B MmE. Gl A RS A
Sz 7% BB TS IR 1) 2 A5 A A AT DA Ak 4 A B L R R
R AL XURE: X AL I R SOR T B E AR T, A
P B0 S A SR A R 1 3 SRS L 0 a0, P R A
AT AR IS L A B P T ) 2 4 e 0 R LA s 2D B AR A AE SR
LA B AT (9 R 00T DA TR A e 5 5+ P 44 46 T £ ( Quiality of Ex-
perience, QoE) ,

N4 R ) 2 B g RS 5T K 22 B TR e I B L. i B
B ATAERA WA T H QUIC Pr™, R AR £ 45 & & Gt
IS HI 1) 21 5 4 B B0 5T JFBR 45 A QUIC Bl BEATBFST . AR L
58 1 W 28 B, QUIC Ml KA R 2 i3 . & %, QUIC il
B9 0-RTT i 32 45 AH LU A% 48 B B0, W0 1% fi 75 361 B 38 ( Trans-
mission Control Protocol, TCP) 1Y 3 W& T, & 37 % #: 7 P,
2 W 52 PR QUIC Wl L AT 28007 % BA 3 1) 2 ) S8, fiff oo o
e RRORY ) AL, S 00l 40 00 A7 EORS o 4 45 i G 4 T S R £
QUIC 2k 55 R 5 Wi . Hk, QUIC &% F UDP
7 FH 2 E AL, A O T 45 08 OB AN T B R B R S A
FLPAZ A B TCP I, QUIC B 35 J& ) 5 4 | 16 i 38 4 4,
B, 3 F QUIC PSS B (143X Lo 48 35, 55 22 9 1] 1) 24 5 4 1
WFIT IR 45 A QUIC B isl , 301 28 R 7 45 P A [ 1 9 4% 3 ¢ Chn
R R KOS TR A 0 45 Ry R SC A% i L AR A5 )
R AR B K Tk RE B T .

R S0 S X R 1) 2 4 g A R BEAT TR L B0 3 A 1 4
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Fig. 1 Summary part of forward error correction
2.1 BIESERELE RS R
TEISE ARG P i AR L A R R I 4% 3 S AR IE A
Ze AN R b B Bl i P A B AT A A L T AL R
1230 O B B WAL R AR AR X R AR K R H
X A0 S N SR A e ) 3 L SO A Y A R LA R

£ 5 R 3 B R IR R KRR AR ) 45 IR 55 5 & (Quality of
Service, QoS) » PRl I A I AR 1 52 P A 17 3T 1 Bk A

18 B2 1oy 2, [ J85E ) SR WA 0T - 090 % B 2 1) B Bl oR
AU SR S5 1 A S TR SR BN £ A Y R A — 2
Vi T AR 48, 0 A R AR 6 AR P ek 500 S B 1 R
FERRN T ST L B I 24 A T — R O B AR i e
T 15 2 4 2 0% 38 3o 7 55000 0 i A TC A T DL B8 42 0
ELEAFH T HENICR PR E TR A T 2R 2%
AL, X% EOE £ O ST A T AR K AR T 7 X SO
SEAF PR R A R e F AR R EEAE,

RIS 6 T T 1] 24 465 G % 114 B 9% 5 S A T W T 1 5 43
2 A 1 W B 5T 5 A A I ) 2 DU AR B AR R
EN
2.2 BUMELY%$E 4R DK AR

2 ) 5% W% ) A 2 00 5 3 U T 1) 2 A A B o 4
F RS B RO . ) 21 55 G AT SR s R Ry D 5
U,

2.2.1 5

3 LA A I 4% T 1 24 A HR R R £ 40 A R Y
(block) , & 4 B HE A 57 AT A% 451 G K D A 5008 £ Hp 4 e
ANBCHEAL 53 g — 2 AL P AN - A B AL DT (8 43 44
25K n,

FATEHE TS o) TR 4, TR 40 4 W B0 &
S b F RS A G SO B r=n— R MIRR TR
B A, T aamms . 8 adhREa AwiF -
ANEHRAE K - A B L SR Tk T A A1 N B
P AT

XOR % i 2 — Fp ] 20 R G 10 20 4000, & 14 O W S
MR — AT R A EE AN 1 A0 BE
A, BB A ER 43 2 v 0 B — AN SR L T 5 LR Y B
AT R (XOR BERE, H A1 ABIBEETELRT 1
ANBE A, W AT LLSE 3 B S 1) A R BRI A 2 Y A
£, XOR 4% B4R 2 B 20, S0 5 8 0 R — AN Jr Al
BN — A TCAEE AL X R T XOR Bk il A

RS(Reed-Solomon) T4 F 1960 4F 4 #2 ) , & — Ff 5
F o LA, RS it 3 ) P 90 AR 552 o sl 78 4 o 1 o e %o
b ASBARAHEAT 2 20 L FF R AR kA BOHE AE B - AN TD A SR
£k ABUREF - A TR BOE A B — A 1 8
A H, FE—Dadlh N FEF - SBIEANE KT L
i g AR AR L TR A RO A T R R A
H B Br BB B T.#24% 55 44 (The Internet Engineering Task
Force, IETF) X RS % T 2 Bl 8 T ¥ Jn 70 4% #% 4 19 $h A7
.

2.2.2 A

HRI IR H Elias T 1955 448 . HoARE o7 2006 15
& 5 (9 17 BT 5 3 5t A% 7 A7 A2 R AT AT . S A AR Y 3=
FX BT BRI IE2 S, B gt 48 19 n DM AR LS
T BEAY 2 DHAG KB SRS Z 08 om AN AH
K, —RBEBUDPER N Gk n) FEG, TR FAG A 0 A
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B PR A A BRG] AR DG L (A 4 5 45 2R 5 Z T Y
WAF K, WA BRG—MBR B %02 Viterbil
1967 4F 48t /Y Jse K UAR P k. TETF W W] 1 4t XF RLC
SR TN T TUA B i AT

2017 4F Roca 45 18 55 = AR & MR K FE H R (3GPP) 2 8
K20 #& (Multimedia Broadcast/Multicast Services MBMS) ¥
B x) RS 15 & PR 1Y v R E 17 0 L. AR AT TE 05 BRI
OpenFEC N4l 3SGPP 45 i ) {5 18 7 47 I3 % B . 4 LA A4
V43 EF AR St A I I R
2.3 BEHETRERZERRE

R R S B R A R AR S, A EL FLE
BMISICEAS7 S B 8IS A A (Y PO R e AR | P N AR
Ao U TETC R IR 2% IR T AR b IR R B G 1Y
BOHE AT L R RE 3 BT 9 TR 2 . B E O B TP A N 9 T A
b &l R bl < NN | L R o 1 O U
Al

2000 4F , Padhye 557 S S5 48 B 19 38 B g B 9 BE & L RDAR
I D 245 SR 85 9 AN [ o 0 25 0t 08 4 A 0 300 T B T A L LU
TRUETC A BOaf A 4% 78 40 A L AN IR 387 92

3 EIEYEAEBESEEDULZRAR

AT A AL G WML EE G T 1] 2 i 00 O 5% SR L 4
NG FGRAT AR 5 0 o BRI 5T 5 AR 5T T 205
ARG EAL G L T B

3.1 BEGETEEHDNLESHRUBERENEZRIR

FLAE 2002 4F , Barakat 282 §RAF 9T 7 ANfR[ £E TCP v 3 i
FEC ¥4l i (708, ABATT B 58 3R W - 78 2 A PR 35 v 35 21 3
T TC A B £ AT LA I P 46 58 A5 i A ik A . SRS N T A B
a6 09 LA A7 TR — A B AU AE X A IR AR A 2 SR Ak R
MITCARBAR R Sk i TR, 5540, AR 4 B b 1 £
AL N T o AT A AN T A BRI AR
oy L BE e AT L feE R T A M L X 5 K M 2 D (burst
loss) .

2004 4F ,Baldantoni Z X RSB R B T —FH Y
FAE R ICAR BN R W S 5 T A AT S0, ZER L
A2 2% 7 SCk 12 b iy 5 R A 507, 8% A ik & 4k
A

- 1 /3

Tfmln{RTT E"u}
L T RoR Ak &, p J2 B 0 R 38 19 25 R MR AL e R 3
Vi BfJE Gid— RIS R AN TOAY R 2R A

R=y %K % RTT /ZP%—K

Hoh K & 488 A8 Pao 88 £k —4 TCP B LT
PR AR

SCUGTE NS2 05 B BS 19 Gilbert-Elliot £ #1 [ 347, 45 5
T, B & N AR N ICAY B9 TCP A e RN B9 TCP LA B Ne-
wReno %5 P 2 45 il A vk Ak im o 5, SR A HE Westwood 55
BEXSTELR W 45 11 TCP 1 2 22l SR w2k WS i e Re R L 5
AFAE —5E 220

# -

2004 4F-, Lundqvist S 48 W . 72 3 B 8 TCP 1% i b 48
F FEC 95 B, 4 1% 43 41 19 K/ B /N 24 1 31 28 958 1 & 0
(win_size) [l K/, B dF PR B — BB SE MR B . 24 &3k 1 AR /N
B, i A5 FEC Tk, B8 X 45 38 &4 19 WUR . Al i 8
T HE RN A FEC 83k HOZ 82 . D A S 1 win_size<<
L1 (28 L1 4 10 ANEHE A , S FEC 3R 5 2) a4
T L1<<win_size<{L2(SZE % L2 24 40 DEHE ) , Wl i
S K (block _size) B MR/l win_size 19— 25 3) 40 5 4 /i
win_size > L2, W ffi block size & % & W) H& K {8 (maximum
value) , TESZBR#EAE T, Lundqvist 5524 FEC B8 K Mg 45 m 1
SRS A5 1F LhiE e FEC JF 260 T4, A sl 0
KB F] 8 A5 25 FEC w76 91 2 95 1 7 11 K/
Bme] 12 ML LR EROA . XEEERE R TUR G B
OBl RAFE 5% ~25% Z i), SCH7E NS2 ff 57 & LilkfT,
iR FN, SR FEC TR M TCP A I, 76 % A3 A I 1
BRI R A& B FEC S0 7] LA SR & it i,

2005 4F , Ahn 21 XA 0 TE £k 17 3 FR 3 (802. 11 F
W) 3R T AFECCC H3& i FEC 8 ¥ . i R AE — %0 1R 1k
H %E i % (Drop Timer. DT) 1 [a] B A 1 %5 % 60 85 1 2 1% i
IR 20 A% Bk AR — 20 W0 A T 1) £ 4 I 4 RS A5 004
Gk 2 SE B B —4, 0 HARWT R S8 o« 5 p %t 2 it 2%
FHCHEATE 0, SCUG7E 0 LR EBE 5 FLS R B8 v kAT, I H 4R
T ARIRTS 3 (bit error rate) | i 1% % 1 G kb (performance
ratio) , #iRFEH, 5 ARQ 45 & FEC JUR#E M H % (LAIR
B LA-TR 1177 J [ 52 T AT i RS BB A H  AFECCC 55 ¥ 1Y
PR R U .

Tsugawa 200 F 2007 4E 48t , AFECCC B 1 3 SR AR IR
BT EN S EH AR o, A SHWRE, BiZEks
TCP B #HE5GRCRAE, Fln, TCP SR Bk R £ A
B 50T S W b R 2 4 ) B R O AR X A R
AFECCC 9 TU A G0N AS W B AR 224 1 2 42 ] 6 3ok R aet 1 46
BT 8 I TUAY S B I % R 08w AR E 5 A B9 K & L SR T
XE} AFECCC M T04% % M MR AL . A ATT £ X ik B 14 (video
streaming) 5%, % T AFECCC ## £ T — /N8 19 B 1& b FEC
7% B TCP-AFEC, HAFZTE AFECCC Bk L as i
(B o 2B, A5 A 0% 1 1 K 78 A e O I 7 & AR 2 4 I TR
BE . YR ZE AR B /N T A, B 7R B A )
%A EA, TCP-AFEC WA 2 BRI TU A 9050, DA THT 38E 4z 24
PR E WM TUR AR L, S 7E NS2 ff KA B
TN IEAT . B S B RS TR AR R T B Bk
. SCEGE R R 5 TR E B HAS (static) FEC 8% |
TCP-SACK J TCP-AV #f Lt , TCP-AFEC 7 4% 2 ik It J7
T Pk B A 5 A [ 2 LA RS R R, TCP-AFEC I & 1 3% £z 51
SUE

Convertino 217 F 2006 4F 48 . 76 & 2k M 4% (IEEE
802. 11) WY A B IAAZ f 3 55 T - BRAR VR 22 (LU fige 1% 245 7T LA #
/0 i B AL A A S ), {2 T X6 58 % 1 25 A9 (burst loss) J2&
RMEEIE B o AT T — 4> 4 RS T JR AT e A58 70 Sf 4 i %K
PEALE B AIRES . X 4 ARSI e — R K
PEB R PR BVBE A 7 — A R R R T R T B A 7
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— A E A (gap) WE R ER T HIEE, MBI H K XR
B BSR4 R Y RS RS R I T A B b B
B HERBE TR EERL., XRER By R LT #
2 WAL B B A B e M g o TEAB AL B P, R SRR
) (9 B0 A B IR AR T LA M AL TR AR
PR (burst loss) s R Z M R AE R & PEE MR A (gap) . Conve-
rtino 45 38 13 FRI 5 K M AR 09 B0 A2 K B (burst_len) |
58 KM FALRAS o S SR B A 3 (burst_density) 2K [ 15 i
G & B FEC S0 A9 43 4500 6 A 50 R A~ 23
SR EE ALk

n="burst_len—+ gumn

n—k=nXburst_density

SCIGAE NS2 B 5 N #E AT B8 T 802, 11 L& HBE
TR E LB, 571 % 4”2 B (Basic Packet Loss
Rate,BasicPLR) A [, XR 57k BB 547 3 i X 28 R 8 % O T
HTFEH PER () HE N FEC #0075, 151 AT FEC 8%
R (FEC Efficiency, FE) R4 B L M8 . FE 8 X b

1—RC
1—FECredundancy

Hp  RC(Recovered Capacity) 38 751 & B i 512 45 $ i
B4y . FECredundancy 7 FEC IR A TUAR L . SCI6 4%
BRI R HIFIET XR BN FE LB LT,

Flach % F 2013 4£ 2 ) TCP-IR B AT 7 R0 A AT 6
FEC(XOR) 5 I 4 i 1) TCP . A& &2 A9 4] B 4 A XOR Y
TUATKCYE A 75 122 W 0wl L A3 B T ) 0 R A2 L DA T A
)5 AL . BRI RE [ 2 Mgl A T0 4% 5088 A2 7 A8 10 11 9 45
WEEh AR A B,

Nagy ZE T 2014 4E8 1 A TOA BB (0 45 & RTP
WAL S AT 1 FLAR B TR B A AT H T R IK R
AB AT DL T L AR A O R R
(STAY) # (PROBE) | JU 4% J&E #2 7+ (CUP) I JT &% B F B
(DOWN), ## STAY RETFR=AEZQ, MRFESHA
PROBE IR 25, % 32 3 2% 150 6 8048 78 im0 4% B4 4, L) 347 )
26 SR s ISRV N TU AR R SR L R AR T R 2R
FAICAR R A 04T IR A L T8 T A% i B o Ak 2 DR e A
FRAS (STAY)  WUER TSI T IR B HoR R 2B Z 4, W &
3% v E A UP IR W TG S i 3242 55 s 45 STAY RETF i
FETE AL, W3EA DOWN ARZS . AT Q057 42 B T — Bl
BOPN ZE 45 I 5 1k FBRA, Jf 5 H fib w6 Fp 91 %€ 5 ) B %
(RRTCC 5 C-NADWU) #47 T HERB LL A, SCH7F NS2 fj :°F
BEHELHE T 17, 852 %W ,RRTCC il C-NADU 7£ it 3%
WA R M E AR LA A HH ., W FBRA 53k 30 0 T 2
HEWRAHELEZCQR, EWELE CNADU HR, X4
FE I RRTCC BAK, REEAIM Ak & 45T, (A FBRA 4 H
PR T ST R TR B A A SR AR Ak N R AR
AR X B

2018 4, Ferlin 5™ #2 1 T 36 T XOR H % M 3h & FEC
B 3L (TCP-dFEC) , 1% 5 35 J7 2 4 TCP-IR, Al Ltk TCP-IR, i%
BT — A8 & 0 FEC ¥ 6 0L . 53 S ATH TCP-
dFEC #i & £ B% 42 (MultiPath, MP) 1§ TCP-dFEC, 3t 7E

FE=1—

MPTCP 8 T i 17 % 5 , | A 4 Linux W 45 DLSEHL,
TCP-dFEC [ 4% 0 B AR gf 2 425 1 5% 22 (residual) , IF MR 418 5% 22
HAB BLTUAR F (ratio) . TUAR HE IR 1RG£ A — 4~ 70 4%
i, crh T 228 — > f A JE I (intervaD , 3 N &R
i 18 JE& 0 1 7

Retransimit
Residual,=7+——1————
Total — Retransmit
N
> Residual,
Residual=""————
N

st i E 0=0. 33, N=2 I IR H ratio=4 #47 7T A
BERITE B B8 target ATTIRE . Rm BFrsk2E.

if m>target then

ratio’ =ratioX (1—98)
else
ratio’ =ratio X (1+8)

end if

ST ZE R, 5455 TCP K TCP-IR M Lb . Fr & i A
BT AR P 2. 0(Hypertext Transfer Protocol,
HTTP/2) 1 M 5T T 4% B[R] JF £2 & T H. 264 # =040 450 19
i

T S g ) R A Y B L Cheng 457 F 2020
AEHE T DeepRS A 3 I T A 42 Ml 55 1 o I it 28 10 4 468 4 Sy
K4 #4012 (Long Short Term Memory, LSTM) % £ , 18 i3 7
ML E % 5 MRSk H E I R 2 RS 665 8% A T A L.
LSTM W 2% 76 3Cilk [ 22 Jrh 9 o iR 4 10, % T 40 335 510 4k 19
B S 4% A D s A 2 AR A T
FIBFE R, S gy Gilbert-Elliot {5 i , I F
FLST RO R AT BB R, SRk 5 24
FETUARE Y FEC s I 36 mg 9847 XF b, I LK & B (recovery
ratio) fE M PERE M B F bR . SCIR 45 HL R L AH b [ T4 BE (W
RS 5% , DeepRS 7€ 52 5 M i P K & L AT 42 F+ = 70,

3.2 ABRGETEREHUEAWEYUERLHEZBIRK

TEA % PR B T T04 4 15 09 iF 5 B 0 B B8 K, 2006 45,
Lohmar P T 2K £ 4% /1 # Rk 55 (MBMS) ) BE T
FEC TIREIMHERE . X T 2K L4/ MRS W a . H 3 F
2 £ 3 AT 2 g T L B N R BN T L 4] 8% (Point-To-
Point, PTP) ., 5 5 Xt £ i & & 4] 55 (Point-To-Multipoint,
PTM) ., A1 7E 1 BC 56 55 b B 100 & 0 0k 20 86/ 46 I 55
(MBMS) ZJHEF . XF 100000 24 H 7 A 8] K/ (9 3C 4 (2 MB,
1 MB, 512 KB) #4743 % &4l .

S50 R FH AR B3 A R BOR B LR A R T Bl & R
MER G5 R R W A G IR T AR e ) R RS T, TR
BE R EAETE — A B L fd . 534, 3 4% m FEC J5,
PTP 454 PTM M1 E 804 77 U Lk .46 FEC 454 PTP 19 1%
il T4, T L PR 8 RBOHE B 1R

2008 4F, 3GPP ULAE 21 4% A 5% o ol FH /i 1) 24 5 55 kL OF
SR e KRS (Raptor) 2% /E S 4 4% 4 15, Raptor 4 A% 7F Sk
L26] g B kiRl ,

2010 4E , Alexiou 25127 B R 3t 76 LTE 6 8 W 4 355 R,
3GPP #5 1 4k (9 Raptor-FEC #L 1 5 H T 41 48 % 9 1% &
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(MBMS) H (9 M e #1738 4IE . Raptor g il 48 5T - J& —Ff i SR
i, e A2 B A0 28 W i ME 2
1 if m<<k
prlmsk)=
‘ 0.85X0.567" ", if m=k

Horbrom S W) (9 800 A 0 AN B0 1 O IR BN AL i A B g
W SR AD R W R . A ATTHE O BL IR B T X — 2 R
K H AR EE A [E] 2137 H P A% (multicast user population)
AL — AN 58 B SCPE 9 BORAS . BB 2 900 1R ST A%
B FEC 4t 5 B0 T0 4 BUE 60 1% i i A i 2 ¢ B0HE 6219
R E G AN MR, LRGERER. EF - EEREN
IR BE P AR 54 368 2 1 0 70 4% S0 41T DL s >
4% I 2% v 1 £ il A

Bouras %™ 7£ 2012 AEF 52 T 3GPP A5 #E F 09 e Xl Q 15
(RaptorQ) Wy MERE  IFAE O ELA I T 55 3GPP 1l (9 7 1 e XL
iy (Raptor) #E47 %F kb, RaptorQ 1 5 Raptor A% B 4 A% i 2 JL
P . P R XOIAE T A% 58 Raptor #3538 17 F GF(2) 3™,
HT I RaptorQ 1547 T GF256) WM A G2, 7EH K
BIA BRI b EAT R A L 8175 RaptorQ 7] LA 56 403 /i 61, 4
i %) — 4~ 43 2H (source block) 1, 1fii Raptor & H g X% 8192 4~4K
WAL AT HAE . H RaptorQ 7] LAAE B Z 35 16 777 216 A~ G ith
B AL Cencoding symbols) , /& Raptor % 8 256 f%. [[ A,
RaptorQ 51 A T /\ 3 il i B IF 45 5 8 & 22 FE 1) GF(2) #
15 A 4R 2 B SR ERSZE 1T F GF(O) h, A /N 4riz
7F GF(256) I, BIA GF256) i3I 2 £ AR IG5 5
m ATURBE AR, R E R R R m Rl 11/
256" M A AR E MRy 1—1/2 , AWATHE— A TP
U5 BT 500 B AL Z AR Bl F P R 4 R A% IR B b i A 1
FEHT T8 [R] BOHE TUAR BE A 1R 9 1% B0 R, RaptorQ £ 4 1 F
FU B0 B g B0 380 A [0 50 1) TC A% B30 e, JHL A T T AR
W OF BN T 58 B A B 1 T 1, Raptor % E A AME
HIFEMLEsTE £,

4 BIELUEHRBLEE QUIC il & BRI

4.1 QUIC #r i BE 1A

AT ) 2 g 25 S QUIC B isUR SR BUR 54T T A
A 2 iR, FEEAHE . QUIC Bl i ik . QUIC 4%
P QUIC P BUBFFT BLAR DL & QUIC B il 45 A 1l 1] 2] 45 4 65
RIRIVIK . 75 QUIC BrisURe 38 4 1 A 48 b, AT % QUIC
Py O-RTT %4 2B E MG R AT T A . £ QUIC
LB 5T BARFR 43 19 A 48, F AT = BEXF QUIC W isl iy % fig
DI B R By AL AR 5 AT T A 4R

[ 415 %@ % SQUICH I BRI

QUICHH | |QUICH: | |QUICHH L QUICH L4 &
A P | [ ARIAR| [rmEmE L RIAR
I [ T T [
0- RTT z E& m wo| (s E | e |
23 EEEH| | T8 Wik | [ HR

El 2 QUIC iS4t ik 5 43
Fig. 2 Summary part of QUIC protocol

QUIC PrislJ& A # 2\ w) $& i 9 — Fh 22 F UDP 19 2 37 &
Eéélﬁlz?éféﬁﬁwwﬁﬁ? 2013 4% KA, A R N
gQUIC™ . & #K 2~ &l W B & R b % 4 1% i J2 B 1L
(Transport Layer Security, TLS) 454 TCP [ E48 5 KA
PG B A 1) O 4% TR 55

W 3 frs . QUIC B i /Y 5 8 J&: 3 + UDP R 2 Hh i,
X AT QUIC G P 45 3 HA R BN &M, H &
gt TCP Ppil, QUIC n] LAUBE PRtth 2 57 B9 4% g o i 2. n 4>
QUIC & B #5845 4 BB Chrome M %5 #% LA K 145 ( Youtube)
TR S L, BREEHET  B T A B QUIC IR 45 74
E AL T 42K W TR R L 30 %6 1 48 TR LR 7 %0 ) &
B B AR A QUIC Pr, 375 25 FH 5 FZE 38, QUIC
P B A 25 % B A E A 48 TCP B A 5 R 4E T

I HTTP/2 API
QuIC

[ 1ee | [ wor |

[ e || P |

& 3 TCP 4 QUIC ¥k
Fig. 3 TCP and QUIC protocol stack
QUIC Bt 7 TCP,TLS 5 HTTP/2 Ay4stt., mARILTF
UDP 58 . {3 QUIC Al TCP —##7A 5 # J€ 4 il | it 12 45 ) %5
Yige . IR T TLS iy n#Thag., 5 TCP 4 Lk, QUIC B
FAMARBEN AR ZENSE. TUU, HE5T
TCP WS A AT 52 LU K UDP Prisll 9 £ s g .

H T QUIC Bl B £ ik 88 SCAR % i Bp i 3. 05 (Hy-
pertext Transfer Protocol, HTTP/3) A5, i T 5 4f 3 #f
J” QUIC HMY, A A A B 4T 2015 484 QUIC Mbnififb 28
47 IETF, Wi IETF trUEfL 9 QUIC B S0 A — % 8 B A
IQUIC, Ak wIfEE C MR A d i gQUIC, A1 gQUIC
i A B 0 AR P K IH & 2 % iQUIC ARifE .

4.2 QUIC Hi 5 tE

QUIC B AH A& 55 TCP Bl B A JLA R M i Rt 4
1 O-RTT %45 . 2 BB T A% UL T AR B0 FI % H2 48T B 45
4.2.1 O-RTT & 344

XfF TCP+ TLS B BT 5 . ¢ 7 7T & % 8 75 8 3 4>
RTT. R T RIESR R X &I B A 7 8k, TCP % 2 XTI
KW v AT R BN . B S & g ) IR 55 % ik TR 2D OF B
45 (Synchronize Sequence Numbers, SYN) 15 5 3k i 3K [A]
H. s A SYN 5 5 &, & % # IA 4 (Acknow-
ledge Character, ACK) fil SYN 15 5 2| & F* i » & 7 i Y 21 J5
&% ACK #1 A5 5 ml ik 55 #8 0Ih . SR 5 A1 4T TLS 32
T B P RAE . AT QUIC Wi & . 41 K d r i% £z 0,
W57 v 5 A D% A7 MR 55 4 i 104 AR 0L T A 8, D 7% A6 9%
LA RTT SRR s R EE A7 T IR 55 45 dif 19 A1 3¢ Fid
A RN DB R G 4 T IR A A O B AR U L O
S B HEAT BT A . R O 8 I 35 8 /D i 2 ST W B ] 4
e BCHE A T AR . A8 X R A BN I AT A% i B O £ i B
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PEEDRBEE AR LT, QUIC f9 0-RTT 45 BRI T 2 57 1% 45
B ] A
4.2.2 BRIk ME

L2 N R e B AE HTTP/ 29 i b gl e
HTTP/2 AWM Z —, ZEHAEHEZA HTTP i
RAE—4% TCP %4 EtEH . HTTP/2 £ 4 M & ry 4R
fife ke T HTTP )24 1 9 BA Sk 1 2850 [ i1,

WE 4 Frs . QUIC Mt 4k & T HTTP/2 M. 51 A
T (stream) (UM &, 5 HTTP 3 845 1L, QUIC #] LA 7E [A]
— £ % # (connection) [ 31 & b & 37 24N, B A I AH 50
SEANEFEA R SO R . B — AT ER A B S S
T B AL R N B R O A, 5 AN TR — i
b Rl U 2 1) e e E R BT M AL 2 5 40 g i
il AR I DL B N

@,_ @l@’

HTTPZ F i <

HTTPR % %

[ B

. [

<« QUICHR % %
K4 ZEEH

Fig. 4 Multiplexing

4.2.3 R T AR E) A

58 TCP WY 2 ¥ HI 5 4E QUIC v AR A5 #H B 1 55 81
W TCP BRIA AP 2 4 5158 3% Cubic 2 QUIC WY ERINGT k.
5340, 10 Reno ., BBRU™ A5 4 9 8 il 550 vk L 78 QUIC H A A i
HS2H L {2 QUIC % TCP Y T AL BOM 8] AT 1 elcidk . b
F TCP i 5 . 8 — A5 7 A — A 157 (1 7 515 (sequence
number) . & % i i 1 W02 7 O = A & SR ACK T8 B, SR 1
INAZ B A2 75 T B 3k . o el 7 R e 8 2 WA 1 oK A% 4
0, D032 T A% BRCHE A 0 5 505 0 TR R DR 1 A T S 380 1
viti A B TJC TR B B35 1 B AL R IR R R R R AR R AE T
TE QUIC Whisl b 8085 8 7 5 (packet number) # H SR AR #F
TCP H (47515 , 3+ H QUIC Br R E T 4 — A5G )7 5
E TR Bt I N I T S B 1 € e S NG R o €k )
BB (7 9 5 0 4 7E 2400 R B AL B )R 5 5 2
1, R, QUIC ¥pl 5] A Fi i (stream offset) 5% B K 5
Bl 4 e s R 0 3 0 Ay T A% N £ o DA TG A WA e T
RO 1 1) B30, (e B M X RTT A 6% A 50K o 1 ik 110557
4.2.4 Rk BEIEASER

& 5% TCP 13 H S AO8 F 14 ST 241 QIR TP s 11 L F Y
IP A1 H (3 H D AR IR — £ 3% 2, 5 U T 41 h i — UK A
A5 W, I QUIC Hh sl Y 7 422 b U R B T 3 1
ID (connection ID) , i AEA5 58 PU G .

W 5 7%, FH (0 P 96 8 00 4% 7 6 0 22 R) kA5 00 48, 1P
Hu bk — Bk A ARG, TCP 3% B2 45 43 vh W, 7% 20 07 2l 7 7 42
X R TCP 76 = 3 5% 8l (0 FR 8 T Cln g 2k R 56D 19

PEBE R B W R RE i QUICHR LAY 7 12 I A 4K f81 1P An

HA DY ST 2H , el — A~ 64 A7 B LR i i 3% 45 1D % %
Bt AT pRic . BIAETE KO 7 i AR b TP AN R R A T B
Ap VB i I 55 s s A 10 5% A A ) /9 3 4% TDLIR 4 B
JZ Bl 55 72 B RE 4K 1 O 5 7 e

Ry

33

S

TCP

( RIP || s e
&P S *{ EECE J‘%

QUIC

7 pr o | = A FEID =P QUICH # %

B 5 RaEEHITS
Fig. 5 Seamless connection migration
4.3 QUIC Wi BB 3T B IR

QUIC # &Mk 58 32243 2y LR LA 7 T - QUIC P il o R
T QUIC BrL A4 R LA K QUIC sl il H Al 75 i
4.3.1 QUIC #risttt s ml &

KT QUIC Bl iy Mg M XA 58, a0 6 Bros . Al &
FE T 3 4 T - QUIC Bl 380S0 4% i 1 i L QUIC By
BUAE 31 &R 48 P 9 1 BE R QUIC P 18037 45 P 0 A 50
it

QUIC Hr LA HE A ik

[ [ 1
[x#tthra|Eengtkra| [Rrhkia|

Bl 6 QUIC Hris -t fE il i ¥ 7
Fig. 6 QUIC performance measurement part

16 QUIC W i Y 3C A4 1% % M B8 5 18, 2015 4%, Carlucci
A0 ) NetShaper T H (3% T H K & Netfilter™*) %
nfqueue JEFEH) £ M 45 X 55 (IG5 5 B REM 4 S
¥O. I B T HTTP, SPDY 1 QUIC P 3 (4 1% i ) 51
Cweb) SCPF B T 4% B 18], 19 T o () % 52 5 — 26 jpeg SCF. b
A3 2o B AR 5 AL 25 A 2R ST [R] 11 I 4 IR 05 . 3 i
Xt HTTP, SPDY 5 QUIC Br il 7E & Fi M 2% 31 58 T 4% % (5]
T S i ) % B - A JE BEAILE S 1 R 4% 1 B R, QUIC #
HTTP U0 7 1 G () Jin 48 i 18] 5 76 47 76 B L 5 A2 19 199 26 35 8%
T, QUIC M REML T SPDY. 534k, 24 QUIC 1 1if 1) 24 45 4
Hejg G - BAR A 2 Y0 T DL LI A A B e 2 T L H A
2 DUE I i i S AR B B L F S QUIC A Y T 1) 24
FERI 2 B AIR QUIC Ry PERE

2016 4E, Biswal Zl' ¥4 QUIC 5 HTTP/2 # 17
PEREXT LY T FE LI BB (i Fl QUIC 5 HTTP/2 #47 M 5L
WG4 . MR B DTE LLEOE 4 1 M 4 5 T . QUIC Brill
FPEBEDL T HTTP/2 (kg . X 7T #8453 25 T QUIC 19 0-RTT
TR AN SO R P SRR . ) W U — 2k
KA G0, QUIC B s i Pk Rl 45 42 7 5 2R 1 24 — A~ 9 0 op
TARZ/NHXZ T, QUIC ML HTTP/2 EA HHEA R,
Biswal 5 Ay, 800 I T b ) % 42 2352 i QUIC WS i 1 g
X 2 i TR ) 58 2% BA B (browser queuing) P&, 3)TEH
¥ 4% QUIC PHl iyt fELtL HTTP/2 B 47,

2016 4E, Megyesi 2% %} QUIC, SPDY, HTTP B iY
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PEREFEAT T A A ATTHE & 7 i 55 AR 55 45 22 8] i A O £ 42 7l
T. H. (Traffic Control, TC) #E4T W 2% 1 355 18 45 il , 40 45 W 4% 47
B, AT 3R 8 15 B R A3 I =5 1 0 DT A AT L
B S P AL i P A IR DT, b AT R I TR G G ) B
KONHEAT T HEH . £ 2 AL IR BT 347 70, O 45 10 L
FE5 1) M SR & (40 50Mb/s) . I A 58 1 5 55 5
EI, QUIC By BEAR 22 5 2) 24 71 3R 3 15 I ) 4 K L 3 H. W)
2y SR/, QUIC 41 RE 1 22 08 F 53 40 WA B0 15 3) 76 B
HLE A h, QUIC i F Ay 11 24 4 D) fE J5 b A (5 FH Aif 1 24
)RR HTTP 5 SPDY M BB I3 £ 5 4) /N SO 4L i 4
QUIC 5 SPDY I, #8648 F HTTP,

2017 4F,Cook ZEM 7E X QUIC #EATHEREMIR I, BIE T
48] 35 54 9% PRLAE ik 7 B K QUIC 55 HTTP/2 9 M 5T F 2% it
()R AT A . 7 S v S b AT X A5 B 0 9 T AT X K A
4 T BT 43 A9 0 VRAF I TR — IR 55 #8149 00 55 9% VA7 I AN TR
IR %5 28 0 W 50, AT TC T HX R & #8 5 % 5 o 2 ] i
AR IEATHE N, LA R R R E WK F B,
QUIC M et T HTTP/2; {A 2 75 8 4 1 W 4% 3 855 ],
QUIC Wtk REE# I A & . B M ATE 3 1, M 5T Ay T %
N B3N 2 2 TR LAY 9 TR A A S T DT B R A TTE S TR £
5 (19 IR 45 2% v G R T T 8 B ) B — 2 AR

2017 4, Zhang M H K RGN T QUIC 7 LA
6 25 T 4 PR BE L 8 TC TR Hh BA S L B T T
ZIREE, IE ¥ QUIC,HTTP/2 FM&: T % 8k 2 i HTTP
P (Hyper Text Transfer Protocol over Secure Socket Layer,
HTTPS) ZED7 LR B T A PR Rg 47 ML b g, Se i 45 SR 3%
B, QUIC A Bl Tyl 2> T2 W 45 F I 5t 52 i /9 2% it [l
QUIC 7E A% iy By 4T ¢ 4 F & AL R 80 19 S 58 7, M Rg IR 1
HTTPS fl HTTP/2,

B J5 7 2018 4F, Wang %557 1 I 7E 0B 45 21 55 T I ik
QUIC P 1Lfy BBR $0 ZE 45 il 8 1, I 5 Cubic #1 %8 45 il 5 12
FMEREE AT X . AL ATTA A TC T E 4 il Hicdis BA 5, A 480 T
BEMGHEE., L REN . DAEF &, /£ D2 ML
TLYEAFE R IE 1% ~10% B, BBR o Cubic B 77t &
FEGOEN TP T.BBR WEH P (2 M) P HmE
TR S B SR B G, BVAE R 4% L BBR 1) 28 48 b 55 0 10 ok
BB T Cubic 23,

2017 4F . Kakhki #0975t Z MUAS 19 QUIC B I8 7 2 18 A
uin i L R AR ELEAR T HITNES RIS
TCP WMBSGHEAT I BRI R G . FEEE N . D 7EEIL Al
(desktop) % 58 T . QUIC JL - 78 it 47 /9 M3t 3 55 v 38 4
TCP %54 HTTPS, X /& M 4 QUIC A & 0-RTT i 3%, Pk
WE EALERE, D BERA T FEEALNENT.QUIC &
A R EL T B AR O R AL DT S PR L EERE . 3) QUIC K
60 15 FH 2 B0 B 8 A7 4 3R 4% L 33k XoF BE 4 4 358 BE 7
T ECR, HIL,QUIC fEEZR S FHL LR M A
JFF . ) 7E AT 55 0 3h 11 B0 T, QUIC 144 §E f T TCP.
QUIC 4Bk T TCP ) ACK 15 X, f/1IFE T QUIC BE 5 4

Mt RTT #5985 QUIC A M AL, 245 TCP W
TEAr I, QUIC (5 45 A9 4 5 2 BARSE B SE MBI . 6) QUIC
FE U B L PR R B IR R R LR 7R A% v L R R A
A BA— WAL HE . 7 E 2016 4E LIk, QUIC M REk &
TIRETY R T EARTFHERMERD,

1E QUIC B il 45 & Ui B 14 & 4¢ i v g 4 75 i, 2016
4, Timmerer 217 % HTTP/2 5 QUIC Whill 454 i i1k &
G TEREMS T X E . FE SIS, & 7 G LI DASH-JSH 0 H
LAl M 55 4% 0l g — AR ME R Apache BT IR 55 #% , i
TC THde 2 il 1) 25 FF 85, 38 2o 45 th A 3R 58 {5 W IR) O 4 1) 4%
5 DL e AR Al SR BEAT S 06 . K WSO 4 e S BRI B
it 5 HE R B e OB T B H R B 25, AT R R
QUIC Pl Wy S PRI 8 e HTTP Bk, X 7] R 2 fm 4 7 X &%
PSS E . 40, M SR 9 HTTP Hhill, ff F§ QUIC B
WL i AR 2R G0 % 0 o 6 I O S il BT S TR A 4R T

2017 4F ,Bhat %1 37 T QUIC Ml TCP £ 3 F HTTP
fzh 25 B & B B & (Dynamic Adaptive Streaming over
HTTP,DASH) ¥ g, M fi1 X b 1 [F] B 25 35 58 F
QUIC I TCP H 4 Fi 38 N H 5 19 QoE, Hi b 1 38 N 58 i A
# BBAPY ,SQUAD™ fl BOLAP #iyk, SCI6F & i #5 gk
i CloudLab™ , H- 41 T 41 4 %48 £ 5 (RedBull dataset) iff
FIM 45 0 55 3 . il & B, QUIC IF %A 8 4 | M
DASH 5377 Rt fig L 82Tt MR 27 R QoE M T Re. fib
A K 80m B st iy 13 38 W S0 vk 3 220 T 14k, e i AR 47
M5 TCP YME 03X S 55k I 1% A 7840 R QUIC 2 41 19 45
PE, 40 ABR BEHAR ARG % IR QUIC Pl iy £ #s 2 M Fi
4, ¥ AE TCP LAUARY ABR 83 B 2 # 3 QUIC L, %
AE S I 45 B F B . Bhat %42 H T LA F QUIC #5¢E W
DASH B g . D JFASEE T TCP Y B 38 I A% % 16 5540 vk 7T
LI QUIC £ i 2 &Rk, 2) HHETFTA DASH R4t
B AR ZE 15 SR I A 35 T 2 T L. DASH RS A B 5 TCP 44
FEET . T QUIC R A s 5 b5 i 19 3 2 45 i Blr 1L
(4N TCP Cubic. TCP NewReno P4} BBR), DASH % /7 s af
LLEE I QUIC J2 T A 1 2 42 1) S8 20 %0 990 8 4 Wl 47 18 & It It
ARG 44 QUIC WMl B, LR FH1ERE .,

PRF A AFE 2019 4RI T kQUICHY B8k Al 45 &
Bl 55 5 A5 &S A R QUIC T — &R A4k, H
BEARYN T o A A A . [ FE BRGS0 8 45 . BIGO 2 &) %
QUIC #47 sk 3F I 4 7 bQUICP , H & bQUIC 7 BIGO
SEROL G AR HEAT T F . H B R B AR A% A 2R 4% B
{2 . BIGO HIBMITE X bQUIC #4740 4k » LA AR T+ H /) 2% 75
ARG E MRS . SO B IR B IR & 2B RO
(Cloud Load Balance, CLB) Mk %5 H & B £ 3 35 4#i I QUIC B
BTN b B N T R SR QUIC ML =) i .

£ QUIC s FH 77 44 96 38 J7 1, 2019 4F Ruth 455
W52 T QUIC WA IR . B0 xF P B9 & B, B8R e K
ZBAE BT QUIC My Re R T TCP,{H TCP FI QUIC 4 44
FH P B PR 5 ( 22 BE RS/, A AT 7E 48 B0 mahimahi ' AE 22T
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HEAT S5 AT P X QUIC MR 56 (QoE) » P 4 3K |1 24
190 BN 2 aot A T 2 A B YDA, I X I T 4 BE AT
140, SLIRZE R, A8 W 45 3085 L 0 U S 0 L P IR R
2358 SR B W FP RS0 BT B DX . AT XY 0 4% BB v AE A S B B
T AL, QUIC BMSL Ay O 3ot 36 1 ok , X 2 i 40 A Ak
557 (long-tail of bad experiences) A 1R K 2 T+, B £ 1 F 7
A LB S8 A T S R X . R T 1 ok L TE AR 1R
T 2% v, AT AT 1) T4 QUITC , H T 1 P B 4 6 42 7 9
AR U,

2018 4F , Marx %10 O T 86 58 QUIC B i A% v ] 328 ¢
(testability) F1 Al 4 33 ¥ (debuggability) , #2 H 7 QUIC i@ M
H & WS — A A 7 qlog. alog 7T LAFE B I P 38 4
T QUIC B B /7R E . i1 HF & T QUICvis #4 f4F
T HAEN (toolset) , ¥4 18 17 R A& T AL, 7 IR 25 42 45 1 [7)
2 K (timeline) . J3# %) [/l (sequence diagram) F1 31 € /i 2 1l &
(congestion/flow control graph) .

2017 4, Yu S0 7E 5 FLIR 8R0S O R R B T X
QUIC Al TCP #4774k, 2 3 3 2o 4% ] 5 98 L 43R L &%
KRN B AL R AR % IR BT, SEO 25 SRR W] eI &
FLE M 4, QUIC b ffi B B 5 TCP A8 X4 iy & it
A TCP — R R #8254 Iy, QUIC 7E i R
B /INGE wh X ) 4% b fL TCP 3% 4 I, 757 ik i K T TCP,
QUIC 7 %iE B 42 A 1Y) 9 46 v i, 1 8 0 3% T . Sk 64 ]
JEE L BB B QUIC 5 TCP M ke, 52 F B 48 # 9F A k,
QUIC 1y E ZE A 25 78 T 1 2 B B AL
4.3.2 QUIC #ri#h 46 2

1E £ 4% TCP (MultiPath TCP, MPTCP) % J& /8 T, 2017
4 Coninck %1V W iT T £ 42 QUIC(MultiPath QUIC,
MPQUIO £k QUIC W4 & . 5t B (1 5Lk 4 71 5 A S quic-
gol™ . M AITRT AT A A A A SR T B 42 ID
(Path 1D) , F L4 38 12 5048 6, 76 12 i B % 7 149 AN [) 4 2 ) 4%
F&A2 . 7E Mininet ff ELIREE T 09 S0 00 45 R R W], Z R 1E i1
KEHIER T et QUIC WMERE. BbAh, 3T % iy K Sc i
W5 TG & 7 o B3R /IR 4B 3R L i A & /00 & A (0 1%
T, MPQUIC # [t MPTCP &4 B 47 i PERE R BL . X T 1% i
INSCURTIE » 22 AR A5 5 0 R I IE A4, 3 2 B O 4 22 42 1% 4
T B — AR T (ARG (R AT BT 4 K, (0 A0SR 4R 34 1
SETE— S5 4 IR B A MBS I -, 245 13 25 18 BEAT T 4R B .

2018 4F, Viernickel 215 %f MPQUIC #E4T T 2L 52 BR 55 1
Mininet {j ELEREE T #9368 A0k eI, Sehr et , w5 4% )
EEBR Y W 9 WIFI A1 LTE, LTE MR 2@ — &
Nexus 5 # 3l 1% & % #5104 Ui 9 USB 35 1 SC 8y, Al
FHAS[&] R /N By SC 4 F1 ) 5T % MPQUIC, MPTCP, QUIC B M
TCP #E4T T gl ik, 25 3 8~ MPQUIC W ¥ g i T
QUIC., TCP filt MPTCP,

2018 4F, Qian S5 HR T —Fh H 3E R M6 A 2 4R i
2 mQUIC F %, ATk A, QUIC B4R T TCP iy BA
S BHL 28 [0) 880, {H 2 B4R 19 QUIC 1ER 3 I 4% s {79k & RTT

U 2l L B B0HE 10 RE T 6 B4 ZE 1 S K18 . T mQUIC 1]
DL A 3 RIS £ 64 QUIC 3% 32 . 3 ELRS I 19 45 9k 3, A B
BRI ZE T 0, SCER 45 R WOR , OIS R BRI S i R
TR ) ) s ) B 1 K O R R B A i R R R
R T,

2019 4, Coninck 25 1% &1 % QUIC Wpi 4 A i & 1 & JF
WFSE 42 1 T ik 4k QUIC (Pluginized QUIC, PQUIC) HE4E,
ZAELL S F QUIC & F ity A IR 55 #4876 454 2 82 10 Jk il |, 3l
75 Hb (5 B US04 R A 2, 22 B AR o B T 1 A A S R
AT R GE S T X QUIC 9 J& 475 4 1) 2 25 m 48, T A i 7
AN B R R Tkt E A R, X R A BT
B A B A 2 fiR 98 1T QUIC % B e T A8 k.
PQUIC s #i il h # T C iE F Y picoquic™, X & IETF
QUIC 78 # /Y QUIC Hp i My S MR A Z — ., sk, A1 7E
quic-go X PQUIC # 47 T S BI), PQUIC & 4t 3L ¥
A QUIC R4l (8 £ 42 QUIC 41 5 IR 4
B A% S 4 BT R — SRy Al A5 R . Mg R R,
PQUIC fEA[ 252 (Y FF 85 T . LB T #E QUIC P il LB 2 17 3
B (protocol runtime environment) ¥ JE 46 18 (9 30 A A,
4.3.3 QUIC this 8y 4 75 @ AF %

2018 4F , Hussein %7 B F QUIC 8281 T — R 3 58 1 4K
1 5 LI 4% (Software Defined Networking, SDN) , 7E 1% i ok
SRR IR M A R TR ML 2. BT
Al QUIC fAFEETE & 98 e i B A 1 T HERE I 28 MR
J& FEC HLil 75 7T 28 W 4 T M R4 2= 45 A, B k51 A QUIC
B A SDN 28 #y, 3l 53 SDN B0 1] LA AT 25 Hb 35 45 R0 4% 3%
SRS H b st ik A SRS, LA G ) ) 45 iE SR L
SR A,

2018 4F, Wang 4517 i3 0 QUIC B il 3% 8 Wy &% v,
XF QUIC 1 TCP #47 T ¥R H 48 . 1% IR 7 i ML A 2 il
i) WIFT 330 3% (testbed) 158 M. 45K . QUIC HEfE#
KEZHFH T #HAL T TCP, I B 78 4712 17 QUIC Bp il i,
EATAT LA A 22 BT A (471 5E

2017 4, Cui 7 LR CE A AT QUIC B A G HE
FUITTE I APk L IF FOHS T QUIC )k g ar i 4 5, 0-RTT
W 2 A HE R, T QUIC Mk J& F Bk ik, 35 1
H:QUIC A % L TCP TR 1 19 15 B L], 7T LLES Bl X
Ay BOHR AL TE T B P R BRI R R AR R AT A BT 4
SEPE ISR YERE . FEC T 41 Sb 1 48 i 105 i 18], 5 B08 41 11
ABHE . fff I 75 B )8

2020 4F, Li P 52 il T QUIC W&k, b1 QUIC
DRSO AR AT — A LU A A 4R

54K F QUIC Hhll % &M S o AR L . 0
SCHRL76-79]%F . B PR IEAA R, eI 5K CNE MK R
AR AR
4.4 QUICHIZEGHImAERBHNERBIRK

W 2 A B R R B QUIC Wil rb 2235 481 i 1) 24 4
¥R, BT AL 7E 4 4L BT B M AR i — > XOR T4 B8 42
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RSP A BRI T AR R, FEC B R BE MR AR, (1
SR T U A IR 55 0 I BT IR 55 v R ) IR OR B SR L I 1] 24 4 G
1t S 1A 205 158 P S B 5 B TR 7, TR I A R AR WA T AE QUIC
&S T FECHY, R ALRG R AR FIREL L
AP R R E R ENNER., Bl 8% QUIC 5
FEC &5 & I JH W5 SR 7E 35 4T . 4% XOR, RS 135 , IETF 1
#5HTAE QUIC PR Eshn RLC TUAY i i A AT 5 % .

2019 4, Michel 25255 3 T i 58 QUIC ] 4 1% S ALl
FATSEBIEITAL T QUIC WY I i il 24 55 1 8 . AT 7 FF U5 03
H quic-go FJ F il I F X T — 4 FEC Ml (frame), 1] 37 £F
XOR,RS %5 RLC %%, 5% 7E Mininet {f ELIREE T 47,
FATRAE 1Y 2 Gilbert-Elliott B H, T st T £
(loss-bassed) 3 W& B 3 2€ 45 il {5 5 45 152 o 32560 X5 Y 1) 19 F Cre-
ceived packets) AP & 1) 4 (recovered packets) fff T X 43, 52
B AR YE TETF ARt 72 quic-go T H Y SERE L34 n T
TR 12 (packet-based) A M L 1 » X AS 6] 19 FEC 96 1 |
AR /IN SO 55 2t AT F 40 PR REIT A B9 48 45 o8 F 458
B E] (Download Complete Time, DCT) , 523 45 B 4iF BY ,
24 {8 5 K SO 8 I 45 38 B o AE SR N HL 2 SRR KR FEC
TOAR Gt By o 6 T 48 58 s ] 7™ Az A7 T 5% ) 5 24 1% i /DN SCPR
J2 P 45 PR 8 v S SR R LR LR AR i B, FEC TR S i+
R T4 o A B R AR, IR O nT DL A R B 4 D SC T 3R
A ],

2019 4F, Garrido R I T rQUIC, &% &8 W1 QUIC
FAER T FEC IREM IR B HESE (framework) , Jf LS T —
P HE R XOR 1Y FEC 803k, HRKE Ry il & —Beab i) T i
ST 12 i BT I 00 4 N T A 0 BN 0 O BTSSR
FALEK (residual loss) . 4 EALERKIR N - HAL 1R LA
B 1 4 0 B A O & AL B A SR . R
Xt N A ] BE P TR A F A R IO 21, 2 o P B R A &
o RPN R EAARRBE A HARE 7 IR RN o, 52
B 7E NS3 {5 B3 58 T #E AT, B8 T KBS 4E (25 ms) | & 4 5
(20 Mbps) 8 WIFI/LTE M %% DL K A 28 i 3E (100 ms) 7 254
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